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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response to an Amendment filed June 22, 2005. Claims 1,3-9, 
and 12-25 are presented for further consideration. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, see Remark, with respect to the rejections of 
claims 1 ,7,9, and 12-1 3 have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
grounds of rejection in view of newly applied reference, Holleran et al. (US Patent 
5,752,059). 

Applicant's arguments, see Remark, with respect to the rejections of 
claims 12 and 19 have been considered but are moot in view of the new grounds 
of rejection in view of newly applied references, Holleran et al. (US Patent 
5,752,059) and Mann et al. (US Patent 6,298,341). 

Applicant's arguments filed June 22, 2005have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

In considering the Applicant's arguments the following factual remarks are 

noted. 
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(I) Applicant contends that the cited references (i.e. Tsukui and Tsuei) are not 
properly combined. 

(II) Applicant contends that the cited references (i.e. Tsukui and Hou) are not 
properly combined. 

In considering (I), Applicant contends that the cited references (i.e. Tsukui 
and Tsuei) are not properly combined, specifically that the cited references do 
not contemplate determining the format of the user name portion of an address in 
a particular domain, not for a change in domain. In response to applicant's 
argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, the examiner 
recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying 
the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is 
some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references 
themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the 
art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1 071 , 5 USPQ2d 1 596 (Fed. Cir. 1 988)and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, there is 
motivation for combination of Tsukui and Tsuei as both references are commonly 
related to managing email addresses based on the associated domain names. 
Tsukui explicitly discloses storing the character strings comprising various email 
address (i.e. username, sub-domain) based on the top domain name (Figure 8), 
and further for subsequently chanoina the associated domain name (abstract). 
Specifically, Tsuei discloses a method for managing an email address for a user, 
wherein the user changes domain name (i.e. ISP; ]oe_smith,@braincoil.com 
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changes to joe.smith @headsporal.com; columns 1-2). As a result, the 
references share a commonality in alterina and maintaining email addresses of 
users based on the domain names of those email addresses. Therefore, 
Examiner maintains that there is a suggestion to combine the aforementioned 
references as set forth below in the office action (i.e. "facilitate delivery of e-mail 
when a person obtains a new address and his or old e-mail address becomes 
invalid"). 

In considering (II), Applicant contends that the cited references (i.e. Tsukui 
and Hou) are not properly combined. In response to applicant's argument that 
Hou is nonanalogous art, it has been held that a prior art reference must either 
be in the field of applicant's endeavor or, if not, then be reasonably pertinent to 
the particular problem with which the applicant was concerned, in order to be 
relied upon as a basis for rejection of the claimed invention. See In re Oetiker, 
977 F.2d 1443, 24 USPQ2d 1443 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, Hou discloses a 
method for string matching so as to determine the longest matching string of 
characters stored in a memory (abstract). Examiner asserts that Hou's field of 
endeavor is pertinent to the particular problem, in which the applicant was 
concerned, (i.e. comparing characters of an identified portion to the characters of 
known names). Examiner further asserts that the Hou reference was cited so as 
to present evidence that the string matching limitations of the method as recited 
by Applicant are functionally equivalent to the conventional longest string 
matching algorithm that was well know and widely used in the art at the time of 
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the invention. Therefore, Examiner maintains rejections of claims under Tsukui in 
view if Hou (in addition to other cited references), as set forth below in the office 
action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 1 J,9, 12-13, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Tsukui et al. (US Patent 6|557,045) in view of 
Holleran et al. (US Patent 5,752,059), hereinafter referred to as Tsukui and 
Holleran respectively. 

In reference to claim 1 ,Tsuki explicitly discloses a method for determining 
the format of an email address based on an corresponding domain name, in 
order to prevent erroneous input occurrences of email addresses (abstract; 
column 2, lines 3-5; and Figures 2-4). Tsukui further discloses: 

• A method (column 3, lines 49-50 and Figure 3) for determining an 
e-mail address formatting rule (i.e. predefined e-mail address 
segment, Figure 8) corresponding to a domain name (i.e. top 
domain name, Figure 8), (column 1 , line 39 to column 2, line 28), 
the method comprising: 



Application/Control Number: 10/017,242 
Art Unit: 2153 

• Gathering e-mail address data (i.e. character string/email address, 
Figure 4) corresponding to the domain name, (column 2, lines 16- 
28; column 3, lines 50-67; Figure 3-items 301-302); 

• Determining the e-mail address formatting rule (column 7, lines 7- 
40} based on the gathered e-mail address data, (column 4, line 1 to 
column 5, line 39 and Figure 3-items 304-31 1 ); and 

• Electronically storing (i.e. RAM, Figure 1-item 106) an association 
of the e-mail address formatting rule with the domain name, 
(column 5, lines 40-56, Figure 3-item 312). 

However, the reference fails to explicitly show determining a formatting rule for 
the unique identifier portion of the email address. Nonetheless, it would have 
been obvious to accordingly modify the aforementioned method as disclosed by 
Tsukui for one of ordinary skill in the art, as further disclosed by Holleran. 

In an analogous art, Holleran discloses a method for representing 
electronic mail addresses for users, (abstract). Holleran further discloses the 
method comprises determining a formatting rule (i.e. syntax template; Figure 7) 
for the unique identifier portion (i.e. Name string/everything in front of the "@" 
character; Figures 6a-6b&12a-12b) of the email address (columns 4-9). One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been so motivated to accordingly modify the 
aforementioned method of Tsukui so as to allow users to enter e-mail addresses 
in the simplest and most appropriate way when the user does not know the 
proper syntax (i.e. rule), thereby increasing ease of use, (Holleran column 3, 
lines 1-22). 
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In reference to claim 7, Tsukui further discloses the method wherein the e- 
mail address data comprises a first e-mail address data (i.e. character 
string/email address, Figure 4), and the step of determining the e-mail address 
formatting rule further comprises: parsing a domain portion (i.e. top domain 
name. Figure 4) of the first e-mail address, (column 4, lines 1-42); parsing an 
identifier portion (i.e. sub-address, Figure 4) of the first e-mail address, (column 

4, line 44 to column 5, lines 21 ); and determining whether a portion is consistent 
with one or more known e-mail address formatting rules, (column 5, lines 2-56). 
Holleran shows determining whether the identifier portion is consistent with one 
or more known e-mail address formatting rules, (Figure 13-items 1318-1322; 
columns 9-10). 

In reference to claim 9, Tsukui discloses the method wherein the step of 
determining whether the identifier portion is consistent with one or more known e- 
mail address formatting rules further comprises: comparing the identifier portion 
to a list of known names (i.e. Figure 5, column 5, lines 5-21); identifying some 
or all the identifier portion as consistent with one or more known names (column 

5, lines 5-21); determining whether the identifier portion is consistent with one or 
more known e-mail address formatting rules that are a function addressees' 
names (i.e. e-mail address of received e-mail, column 2, lines 16-23). (column 5. 
lines 22-56, column 7, lines 7-40). 
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In reference to claim 12, Tsukui discloses the method wherein the list of 
known names includes first names and last names (i.e. user names, Figure 5), 
and the step of comparing the identifier portion to a list of known names further 
comprises: comparing a first sub-portion (i.e. sub-domain, Figure 4) of the 
identifier portion to the list of known first names, (column 4, lines 42 to column 5, 
line 4); and comparing a second sub-portion (i.e. name. Figure 4) of the identifier 
portion to the list of known last names, (column 5, lines 5-59). 

In reference to claim 13, Tsukui discloses the method wherein the fist sub- 
portion is separated from the second sub-portion by a separator character, (i.e. 
"@", column 4, lines 58-60 and column 5, lines 22-27). 

In reference to claim 19, Holleran discloses the method wherein the one or 
more known e-mail address formatting rules (i.e. syntax template; Figure 7; 
columns 8-9) are from a list consisting of; last.first, first. last, alphanumeric only, 
LLLLLLFF, FFLLLLLL, FMLLLLLL, telephone number, punctuation required, 
minimum number of characters, or maximum number of characters, (Figures 6a- 
6b,8-9,11a-12b) 

Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Tsukui et al. (US Patent 6,5557,045) in view of Mann et al. (US Patent 
6,298,341), hereinafter referred to as Tsukui and Mann respectively. 
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In reference to claim 25, Tsukui explicitly discloses a method for 
determining the format of an email address based on an corresponding domain 
name, in order to prevent erroneous input occurrences of email addresses 
(abstract; column 2, lines 3-5; and Figures 2-4). Tsukui further discloses: 

• A method (column 3, lines 49-50 and Figure 3) for determining an 
e-mail address formatting rule (i.e. predefined e-mail address 
segment, Figure 8) corresponding to a domain name (i.e. top 
domain name, Figure 8), (column 1 , line 39 to column 2, line 28), 
the method comprising: 

• Gathering e-mail address data (i.e. character string/email address. 
Figure 4) corresponding to the domain name, (column 2, lines 16- 
28; column 3, lines 50-67; Figure 3-items 301-302); 

• Determining the e-mail address formatting rule (column 7, lines 7- 
40) based on the gathered e-mail address data, (column 4, line 1 to 
column 5, line 39 and Figure 3-items 304-311); and 

• Electronically storing (i.e. RAM, Figure 1-item 106) an association 
of the e-mail address formatting rule with the domain name, 
(column 5, lines 40-56, Figure 3-item 312). 

However, the reference fails to show the step of gathering e-mail data further 
comprises the steps of: providing a domain registration interface to a party 
having authority for the domain name the domain registration interface including 
an interface for indicating one or more e-mail address formatting rules associated 
with the domain name and gathering the one or more e-mail address formatting 
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rules associated with the domain name from the domain registration interface. 
Nonetheless, it would have been obvious to accordingly modify the 
aforementioned method as disclosed by Tsukui for one of ordinary skill in the art, 
as further disclosed by Mann. 

In an analogous art, Mann discloses a method for generating domain 
names and for facilitating registration and transfer of these aforementioned 
domain names (abstract). Mann further discloses the method comprises: 
providing a domain registration interface (Figure 5a) to a party having authority 
for the domain name the domain registration interface including an interface for 
indicating one or more e-mail address formatting rules associated with the 
domain name (i.e. root) and gathering the one or more e-mail address formatting 
rules associated with the domain name from the domain registration interface, 
(columns 4-7). One of ordinary skill in the art would have been so motivated to 
accordingly modify the aforementioned method of Tsukui so as to further 
automate domain name selection, thereby inaeasing efficiency (Mann column 2, 
lines 18-29). 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tsukui and Holleran as applied to claim 1 above, in view of Tsuei (US 
Patent 6,654|779), hereinafter referred to as Tsuei. 

In reference to claim 3, Tsukui explicitly discloses substantial features of 
the claimed invention specifically sorting registered (i.e. entered) email 
addresses by domain name, (column 1, lines 42-54 and column 2, lines 16-28). 
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However. Tsukui is silent on the method comprising registering e-mail addresses 
pursuant to an e-mail fon^^arding service. Nonetheless, this would have been an 
obvious modification to the aforementioned method as disclosed by Tsukui and 
Holleran, for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, as further 
evidenced by Tsuei. 

In an analogous art, Tsuei discloses a method for e-mail address change 
management (abstract). Tsuei further discloses that this method comprises 
registering e-mail addresses pursuant to an e-mail forwarding service, (column 2, 
lines 28-49 and column 6, lines 16-43). This modifications to the method 
disclosed by Tsukui and Holleran would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention, because one would have been so 
motivated to "facilitate delivery of e-mail when a person obtains a new address 
and his or her old e-mail address becomes invalid", thereby inaeasing reliability 
for receiving intended e-mails, (Tsuei column 2, lines 60-63). 

Claims 4-6, 8, and 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tsukui and Holleran as applied to claim 1 above, in view 
of Tafoya et al. (US Patent 6,829,607), hereinafter referred to as Tafoya. 

In reference to claim 4, although Tsukui explicitly discloses substantial 
features of the claimed invention, the reference does not disclose the method 
wherein the step of gathering e-mail address data further comprises the steps of 
accessing public e-mail address listings, and storing e-mail addresses from the 
public e-mail address listings. Nonetheless, these would have been obvious 
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modifications to the aforementioned method as disclosed by Tsukui and 
Holleran, for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, as further 
evidenced by Tafoya. 

In an analogous art, Tafoya discloses a method for automatically resolving 
e-mail address, so as to prevent undelivered e-mail messages due to incorrect 
user-input, (abstract and column 3, line 55 to column 4, line 50). Tafoya further 
discloses that the method comprises dynamically creating an e-mail address 
resolution list via accessing public e-mail address listings (i.e. database mail 
store listings located on public servers, column 7, lines 21-64), and storing e-mail 
addresses from the public e-mail address listings, (column 7, line 65 to column 8, 
line 18). These modifications to the method as disclosed by Tsukui and Holleran 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention, because one would have been so motivated to employ a method that 
"not only utilizes email user's entries, but also other known information that is not 
dependent on the entries to automatically resolve email address", and thereby 
increasing method accuracy through suggesting the most likely e-mail address 
correction, (Tafoya column 2, lines 1-5 and column 4, lines 41-46). 

In reference to claim 5, although Tsukui explicitly discloses substantial 
features of the claimed invention, the reference does not disclose the method 
wherein the step of gathering e-mail address data further comprises the steps of 
gathering e-mail addresses from one or more e-mail address books. 
Nonetheless, this would have been an obvious modification to the 
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aforementioned method as disclosed by Tsukui and Holleran, for one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention, as further evidenced by Tafoya. 

In an analogous art, Tafoya discloses a method for automatically resolving 
e-mail address, so as to prevent undelivered e-mail messages due to incorrect 
user-input, (abstract and column 3. line 55 to column 4, line 50). Tafoya further 
discloses that the method comprises dynamically creating an e-mail address 
resolution list via gathering e-mail addresses from one or more e-mail address 
books, (column 7, lines 22-32). This modification to the method as disclosed by 
Tsukui and Holleran would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention, because one would have been so motivated to employ 
a method that "not only utilizes email user's entries, but also other known 
information that is not dependent on the entries to automatically resolve email 
address", and thereby increasing method accuracy through suggesting the most 
likely e-mail address correction, (Tafoya column 2, lines 1-5 and column 4, lines 
41-46). 

In reference to claim 6, Tsukui and Tafoya show the method wherein the 
step of gathering e-mail address from one or more e-mail address books further 
comprises performing address conrection on the one or more e-mail address 
books (i.e. data store addresses) and informing an address-book owner of any 
corrections (i.e. resolution address entries) to be made on the one or more e-mail 
address books, (Tafoya Figure 5-item; column 13, lines 30-36). 
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In reference to claim 8, Tsukui explicitly discloses substantial features of 
the claimed invention specifically the method wherein determining the e-mail 
address formatting rule further comprises: for a plurality of e-mail addresses 
having the same domain portion (i.e. top domain name, Figure 4) as the first e- 
mail address, (column 4, line 1-42) performing the steps of parsing a plurality of 
identifier portions (i.e. sub-address, Figure 4) of the plurality of e-mail address, 
(column 4, lines 44 to column 5, line 21 ); determining whether the plurality of 
identifier portions are consistent with known e-mail address formatting rules, 
(column 5, lines 2-56); and recording the known e-mail address formatting rules 
that are determined to be consistent with the plurality of identifier portions, 
(column 5, lines 22-59). However, the reference does not discloses the method 
counting a frequency at which particular known e-mail formatting rules were 
found to be consistent with the plurality of identifier portions, and selecting from 
the recorded known e-mail address formatting rules, the e-mail address 
formatting rule for the domain name, based on the counted frequency. 
Nonetheless, these would have been obvious modifications to the 
aforementioned method as disclosed by Tsukui and Holleran, for one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention, as further evidenced by Tafoya. 

In an analogous art, Tafoya discloses a method for automatically resolving 
e-mail address, so as to prevent undelivered e-mail messages due to incorrect 
user-input, (abstract and column 3, line 55 to column 4, line 50). Tafoya further 
discloses that the method comprises determining the most likely e-address for 
resolution via counting a frequency of use associated with a particularly e-mail 
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address, (column 7, line 65 to column 8, line 9 and column 8, lines 52-65) and 
subsequently selecting the most likely resolved e-mail address based on the 
counted frequency, (column 13, lines 11-17 and column 13, lines 45-64). These 
modifications to the method as disclosed by Tsukui and Holleran would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the Invention, 
because one would have been so motivated to increasing method accuracy 
through suggesting the most likely e-mail address correction, (Tafoya column 13, 
lines 13-17). 

In reference to claim 20, Tsukui explicitly discloses substantial features of 
the claimed invention specifically the method wherein the step of gathering e-mail 
address data corresponding to the domain name includes: gathering an e-mail 
address to whom a message is intended at the e-mail address, (i.e. e-mail 
address of received e-mail; column 2, lines 16-23) and the step of determining 
the e-mail address formatting rule based on the gathered e-mail address data 
further includes comparing the e-mail address to derive the e-mail address 
formatting rule, (column 5, lines 22-56). However, the reference does not 
discloses the method gathering addressee information about an addressee to 
whom a message is Intended and comparing the addressee information to the e- 
mail address to derive the e-mail address formatting rule. Nonetheless, these 
would have been obvious modifications to the aforementioned method as 
disclosed by Tsukui and Holleran, for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention, as further evidenced by Tafoya. 
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in an analogous art, Tafoya discloses a method for automatically resolving 
e-mail address, so as to prevent undelivered e-mail messages due to incorrect 
user-input, (abstract and column 3, line 55 to column 4, line 50). Tafoya further 
discloses that the method comprises method comprises dynamically creating an 
e-mail address resolution list via gathering addressee information (i.e. distribution 
list, contact information, friendly name) about an addressee to whom a message 
is intended, (column 7, lines 22-64) and comparing the addressee information to 
the e-mail address to derive the most likely e-mail address formatting rule (i.e. 
completion information). These modifications to the method as disclosed by 
Tsukui and Holleran would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention, because one would have been so motivated to 
increasing method accuracy through suggesting the most likely e-mail address 
correction, (Tafoya column 13, lines 13-17). 

In reference to claim 21 , Tsukui and Tafoya show the method wherein the 
addressee information is a name of the addressee (i.e. friendly name, Tafoya 
column 7, lines 47-54). 

In reference to claim 22, Tsukui and Tafoya show the method wherein the 
step of gathering e-mail address data includes gathering the addressee 
information from an address book, (Tafoya column 7, lines 22-55). 
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Claims 14 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tsukul and Holleran as applied to claim 1 above, in view 
of Hou et al. (US Patent 5,329,405), hereinafter referred to as Hou. 

In reference to claim 14, Tsukui explicitly discloses substantial features of 
the claimed invention specifically the method wherein the identifier portion has a 
integer quantity of m characters (i.e. "character by character^; Figure 4; column 3, 
lines 59-63), and wherein the step of determining whether the identifier portion is 
consistent with one or more known e-mail address formatting rules further 
comprises: comparing the first characters of the identifier portion to a list of 
known names to determine whether the first characters of the identifier portion 
are consistent with the first characters in one or more names on the list of known 
names, (column 4, lines 42 to column 5, lines 27); identifying whether the one or 
more names which were found to be consistent with the first characters are first 
names or last names (i.e. name of user; Figure 5; and column 5, lines 5-39); and 
determining an identifier portion format (Figure 8) as having a beginning 
character group being in a first or last name, as identified (column 5, lines 33- 36 
and column 7, lines 7-17). However the reference does not disclose the method 
wherein the identifier portion quantity of m characters is smaller than or equal to 
m; for a particular value of n, recording whether the first n characters of the 
identifier portion are consistent with the first n characters of the one or more 
names on the list of known names; changing the value of n, but not to be greater 
than m, and repeating steps (a) and (b); and identifying values of n for which the 
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identifier portion is consistent with the one or more names on the list of known 
names, including a maximum number of first characters for which the identifier 
portion is consistent with the one or more names on the list of known names; and 
determining a character group being up to the maximum number of characters. 
Nonetheless, this common character string matching algorithm was well known in 
the art at the time of the invention, as further evidenced by Hou, Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to accordingly modify the aforementioned method as disclosed by 
Tsukui and Holleran. 

In an analogous art, Hou discloses a method for matching characters of 
one data string against characters of another string, so as to find the longest 
matching string (abstract and column 2, lines 30-43). Hou further discloses the 
longest matching string method to comprise: a data string with a quantity of m 
characters (i.e. input string; Figure 8-item 40; column 4, lines 24-26). and an 
integer n (i.e. iteration number/compare cycle) that is smaller than or equal to m 
(column 2, lines 2, lines 58-59); for a particular value of n (i.e. length 
counter/match length; Figure 8-item 320) recording whether the first n characters 
of the data string are consistent with the first n characters of the one or more 
names (i.e. stored data string; Figure 8-item 48), (column 4, lines 24-46); 
changing the value of n, but not to be greater than m, and repeating steps (a) 
and (b) (i.e. iteration; column 2, lines 35-41; and column 4, lines 47-51); and 
identifying values of n for which the data string is consistent with the one or more 
stored data string, including a maximum number of first characters (i.e. longest 
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match) for which the data string is consistent with the one or more stored data 
string, (column 2, lines 54-58 and column 4, lines 52-63); and determining a 
character group being up to the maximum number of characters, ( i.e. longest 
matching string; column 4, line 64 to column 5, line 10). These modifications to 
the method as disclosed by Tsukui and Holleran would have been obvious, 
because one of ordinary skill in the art would have been so motivated to employ 
an established algorithm that "enables rapid and efficient variable length string 
matching", (Hou column 3, lines 12-15). 

In reference to claim 16, Tsukui and Hou show the method wherein the 
step of determining whether the identifier portion is consistent with one or more 
known e-mail address formatting rules further comprises: comparing a remainder 
group of characters (i.e. sub-domain name; Tsukui Figure 4), after the beginning 
character group, to the list of known names, (Tsukui column 4, lines 41-60); 
identifying whether the remainder group of characters is consistent with 
beginnings of one or more names from the list of known names (Tsukui column 
4, line 61 to column 5, line 4); identifying characters of the remainder group 
which were found to be consistent with the beginnings of one or more names 
from the list of known names, and identifying whether the remainder group of 
characters is consistent with first or last names from the list of known names, 
(Tsukui column 5, lines 16-56) ;and determining the identifier portion format 
(Tsukui Figure 8) as having the remainder group having the characters 
comprising the beginning letters of first or last names, as identified . the 
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remainder quantity of characters positioned after the beginning character group 
(i.e. user name), (Tsukui column 7, lines 7-25); and identifying a remainder 
maximum quantity of characters (i.e. longest match string, Hou column 2, lines 
30-43). 

Claims 15 and 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tsukui and Holleran in view of Hou as applied to claim 
14 above, and further in view of Tafoya et al. (US Patent 6,829,607), 
hereinafter referred to as Tafoya. 

In reference to claim 15, Tsukui, Holleran, and Hou disclose substantial 
features of the claimed invention specifically the method further comprising the 
steps of: performing steps (a) through (f) for a plurality of e-mail addresses 
having the same domain portion (Tsukui column 5, lines 39-55); and determining 
a format rule for the domain including first or last name (Tsukui column 5, lines 
16-56) and the maximum numbers of characters (i.e. longest match string, Hou 
column 2, lines 30-43). However, the references do not disclose determining the 
formatting rule for the domain name, based on a counted freouencv . 
Nonetheless, this would have been an obvious modification to the 
aforementioned method as disclosed by Tsukui, Holleran, and Hou for one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, as further evidenced by 
Tafoya. 

In an analogous art, Tafoya discloses a method for automatically resolving 
e-mail address, so as to prevent undelivered e-mail messages due to incorrect 
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user-input, (abstract and cx)lumn 3, line 55 to column 4, line 50). Tafoya further 
discloses that the method comprises determining the most likely e-address for 
resolution via counting a frequency of use associated with a particularly e-mail 
address, (column 7, line 65 to column 8, line 9 and column 8, lines 52-65) and 
subsequently selecting the most likely resolved e-mail address based on the 
counted frequency, (column 13, lines 11-17 and column 13, lines 45-64). This 
modification to the method as disclosed by Tsukui, Holleran, and Hou would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, 
because one would have been so motivated to increasing method accuracy 
through suggesting the most likely e-mail address correction, (Tafoya column 13, 
lines 13-17). 

In reference to claim 17, although Tsukui, Holleran, and Hou show 
substantial features of the claimed invention, the references do not disclose the 
method wherein the step of determining the identifier portion format further 
includes choosing the identifier portion format for the beginning character group 
and the remainder group such that they do not both correspond to a same name 
type, the same name type being last name or first name. Nonetheless, this would 
have been an obvious modification to the aforementioned method as disclosed 
by Tsukui, Holleran, and Hou, for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention, as further evidenced by Tafoya. 

In an analogous art, Tafoya discloses a method for automatically resolving 
e-mail address, so as to prevent undelivered e-mail messages due to incorrect 
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user-input, (abstract and column 3, line 55 to column 4, line 50). Tafoya further 
discloses that the method comprises choosing the e-mail format rule (i.e. 
resolution list) so that they do not correspond to a same name type (i.e. identical 
email addresses or contacts), (column 9, lines 27-39). This modification to the 
method as disclosed by Tsukui, Holleran, and Hou would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, because one would 
have been so motivated to eliminate duplicate email address entries so as to 
increasing method accuracy through suggesting the most likely e-mail address 
correction, (Tafoya column 13, lines 13-17). 

In reference to claim 18, Tsukui and Hou disclose substantial features of 
the claimed invention specifically the method further comprising the steps of: 
performing steps (a) through (k) for a plurality of e-mail addresses having the 
same domain portion (Tsukui column 5, lines 39-55); and determining a format 
rule for the domain including those of beginning character groups and remainder 
groups for the plurality of e-mail addresses, (Tsukui column 5, lines 16-56 and 
column 7, lines 7-25). However, the references do not disclose determining the 
formatting rule for the domain name, based on a counted freauencv of identifier 
portion formats. Nonetheless, this would have been an obvious modification to 
the aforementioned method as disclosed by Tsukui, Holleran, and Hou for one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, as further evidenced by 
Tafoya. 
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In an analogous art, Tafoya discloses a method for automatically resolving 
e-mail address, so as to prevent undelivered e-mail messages due to incorrect 
user-input, (abstract and column 3, line 55 to column 4, line 50). Tafoya further 
discloses that the method comprises determining the most likely e-address for 
resolution via counting a frequency of use associated with a particularly e-mail 
address, (column 7, line 65 to column 8, line 9 and column 8, lines 52-65) and 
subsequently selecting the most likely resolved e-mail address based on the 
counted frequency, (column 13, lines 11-17 and column 13, lines 45-64). This 
modification to the method as disclosed by Tsukui, Holleran, and Hou would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, 
because one would have been so motivated to increasing method accuracy 
through suggesting the most likely e-mail address correction, (Tafoya column 13, 
lines 13-17). 



Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 23 and 24 are identified as allowable subject matter The following 
is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: The 
aforementioned claims describe a unique method for determining e-mail address 
formatting rules through the application of probability assigned to a gathered list 
of known names and a probability assigned to the previously determined e-mail 
address format rules. Applicable prior are discloses determining e-mail address 
formats through employing a probability (i.e. weight) based on frequency, but 
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only as applied to entries of an e-mail address resolution list. As a result, the 
aforementioned claims indicate a non-obvious methodology over the prior art. 
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